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Status'^ <erm 3djUStment - See 37 CFR 1 7 04(b). "9 a e o this commun.cat.on, even if timely filed, may reduce any 

1)D Responsive to communication(s) filed on 

2a)Q This action is FINAL omM Th.e .• 

2b >W This action is non-final 

4) B Claim(s) IMS is/are pending in the application. 
4a) Of the above claim(s) is /are withdrawn from consideration 

5) U Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 11-18 is/are rejected. 
• 7)D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

9)D The specification is objected to by the Examiner 
10)D The drawin g(S ) f„ed on ___ is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected „ by ^ 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawings, be he,d in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
">□ T Proposed drawing correction filed on ___ is: a)D approved b) D disapproved by the Examiner 

If approved, corrected dramas are required in reply to this Office action 
12)U The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 119 and 120 

1 m Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S C § 1 1 9 (aWd) or (f> 
a)BAI b)D Some*c)D None of: (H> (0 " 
1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received 
2.D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

•Seela!^ 
866 the ^ detailed Office action for a ,ist of thi Jfii received 

1 4) U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U S C 6 1 1 qm 'n 

a) □ The translation nftho ■ , Miy unaer 35 u s c - § 119 (e) (to a provisional application). 

15) D AcknJ^ a PP'-tion has been received. 
Attachment, ° meSt ' C Undef 35 USC " §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) r-i 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-946, J H ST* SUmmary (PT °" 41 3) Pap6r N ° (S) - — 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No s) 2&4 fi H ° f lnf ° rmal Pat6nt Ap P |ication (PTO-152) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 US .C. 102that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

by another who has hffled ,he reqSSXSaThJ" f t^ZT", Me ™«°™i apptaton 
We before the inventor thereof by the applicant fo! paten! ' ' SeC '" >n 371 <c) °' "" s 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Ac. 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Ac. of 2002 do no, apply when the reference is a U.S. pafen, resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Thompson et al.(6,008,263). 

Thompson et al.(6,008,263) discloses preparations of flexible polyurethane 
foams prepared from isocyanates and polyether polyols prepared in the presence of 
double metal cyanide catalyst and having molecular weights encompassing of those 
claimed by applicants (see the entire document). Thompson et al.'s disclosure is 
encompassing of the distributions and amounts of the various blocks in the polyols used 
as described by applicants' claims, and no distinction is seen to exist between the 
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reference's disclosed flexible foams and the foams defined by applicants' claimed 
foaming techniques as they are both directed towards flexible foams and it is the 
composition which defines the product being claimed in the instant case. 

Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lear et 
al.(5,958,994). 

Lear et al. discloses preparations of flexible polyurethane foams prepared from 
isocyanates and polyether polyols prepared in the presence of double metal cyanide 
catalyst and having molecular weights encompassing of those claimed by applicants 
(see the entire document). Lear et al.'s disclosure is encompassing of the distributions 
and amounts of the various blocks in the polyols used as described by applicants' 
claims, and no distinction is seen to exist between the reference's disclosed flexible 
foams and the foams defined by applicants' claimed foaming techniques as they are 
both directed towards flexible foams and it is the composition which defines the product 
being claimed in the instant case. 



Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Beisner et al.(6,066,683). 

Beisner et al. discloses preparations of flexible polyurethane foams prepared 
from isocyanates and polyether polyols prepared in the presence of double metal 
cyanide catalyst and having molecular weights encompassing of those claimed by 
applicants (see the entire document). Beisner et al.'s disclosure is encompassing of the 
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distributions and amounts of the various blocks in the polyols used as described by 
applicants' claims, and no distinction is seen to exist between the reference's disclosed 
flexible foams and the foams defined by applicants' claimed foaming techniques as they 
are both directed towards flexible foams and it is the composition which defines the 
product being claimed in the instant case. 

Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hager 
(5,648,559). 

Hager discloses preparations of flexible polyurethane foams prepared from 
isocyanates and polyether polyols prepared in the presence of double metal cyanide 
catalyst and having molecular weights encompassing of those claimed by applicants 
(see the entire document). Hager's disclosure is encompassing of the distributions and 
amounts of the various blocks in the polyols used as described by applicants' claims, 
and no distinction is seen to exist between the reference's disclosed flexible foams and 
the foams defined by applicants' claimed foaming techniques as they are both directed 
towards flexible foams and it is the composition which defines the product being claimed 
in the instant case. 

Claims 11-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kinkelaar et al.(5,668,191) 

Kinkelaar et al. discloses preparations of flexible polyurethane foams prepared 
from isocyanates and polyether polyols prepared in the presence of double metal 
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cyanide catalyst and having molecular weights encompassing of those claimed by 
applicants (see the entire document). Kinkelaar et al.'s disclosure is encompassing of 
the distributions and amounts of the various blocks in the polyols used as described by 
applicants' claims, and no distinction is seen to exist between the reference's disclosed 
flexible foams and the foams defined by applicants' claimed foaming techniques as they 
are both directed towards flexible foams and it is the composition which defines the 
product being claimed in the instant case. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John m Cooney whose telephone number is 703-308- 
2433. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, james seidleck, can be reached on (703) 308-2462. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9310. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5665. 
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